651 Green Street
Cambridge, MA 02139
May 23, 2003

Mayor Michael A. Sullivan

City Hall, 795 Massachusetts Avenue

Cambridge, MA 02139

Dear Mayor Sullivan:

Dr. Melanie Joy has forwarded to me the City Manager’s April 14, 2003 letter to you about
destruction of habitat along the Charles River in Cambridge. Contrary to that letter, the city knows the MDC
is poised to destroy riverfront habitat along the shore between MIT and the BU Boathouse in Phase II of its
“Historic Parkways” project. The MDC will cut, poison, and root out existing plants and replace them with
rip-rap. It has already cut down mature trees in Phase [ and is set to destroy more in Phase II for an apparent
total of 300-600 healthy trees. The Cambridge Conservation Commission heard these plans most recently
on May 12, 2003. Also contrary to the letter, Cambridge has led the way in habitat destruction on MDC
parkland on the Charles and now continues this destruction with imminent plans to destroy habitat at
Magazine Beach.

In 1997 Cambridge showed its three-part plan to destroy the habitat of the Charles River White
Geese and other birds and animals, from Magazine Beach to the Conrail tracks (enclosed). Beginning in
1999 with the MDC/Boston University Phase I destruction of the White Geese’s nesting area (just downriver
from the BU Bridge) and continuing to 2003, Cambridge has planned and colluded in the destruction of this
entire stretch of river habitat. Despite the work’s many illegalities, the Cambridge Conservation
Commission, appointed by the Cambridge City Manager, has failed to prevent or remedy them.

In Phase II, at Magazine Beach, the city is paying to fill in wetlands and construct a riverfront path
exactly where the White Geese and other birds and animals now live. Cambridge’s plans specify that in
Phase III the riverfront path-within the first 25 feet of the river-will extend its destruction through habitat
along the front of the MWRA CSO plant, along the shore at the destroyed nesting area, and into that area. It
is indisputable that the White Geese and other birds and animals live in this area. It is also indisputable that
Cambridge is set to destroy it.

I enclose a copy of Exhibit “B” of the city’s Joint Management and License Agreement with the
MDC, the preliminary cost estimate of the destruction at Magazine Beach, dated January 13, 1998, together
with Plans L-1 and L-2 (Plot Date: 11/18/2002) for the work. Please note the removal of 7 acres of wetland
topsoil and its replacement with 3,000 cubic yards of gravel and 5,000 cubic yards of soil (for a total cost of
$231,000-$331,000, to say nothing of the $180,000-$280,000 irrigation system to water what is now
naturally irrigated). This project does not, as the Manager’s letter says, “enhance riverfront wildlife habitat.”

It destroys it.

Contrary to the letter, the city has known and supported plans to destroy the White Geese’s
habitat-it drew them. The city supported the MDC and its agent, Boston University, in the 1999 destruction
of the nesting area and after, when it was clear the work ignored the CCC’s Order of Conditions fqr scope,
range, and timing. Notified of the many illegalities there in 2000, the Commission subsequently failed to
remedy them, itself engaging in a meeting with the MDC contrary to the state’s open meeting law. The
resulting wasteland is a tribute to this scandal.

Future plans for the thickly wooded area between the BU Boathouse and thg Conrail tragks are, if
possible, much worse even than those for Magazine Beach. They show the destructive path continuing from



the goose meadow across the tracks and then along the shore, with a likely 100% destruction of the trees
there. If this plan, no longer publicly shown, is implemented together with Phase II of “Historic Parkways”
and the destruction at Magazine Beach, a mile of habitat, centered around the BU Bridge, will be eliminated.
Such simultaneous destruction of habitat is consistent with Cambridge’s policies, hence entirely possible.

The Manager’s letter implies the CCC’s review of plans at advertised public meetings discharges the
Commission’s obligation under the Wetlands Protection Act. If the MDC routinely flaunts the CCC’s
Orders of Conditions for work of all sorts on the Charles, it follows from the CCC’s utter lack of
enforcement of this Act. In addition to the scandal of the goose meadow, please consider these few
examples:

This spring the MDC illegally began work on the Phase I of the MDC’s Memorial Drive “Historic
Parkways” work in Cambridge from the Longfellow Bridge to the viaduct. Despite expressions of dismay,
the CCC failed to impose penalties.

The MDC repeatedly fails to get permission from the CCC for “vegetation management” on the
Charles and fails to report on the work done. (Please see the enclosed letter from me to you dated September
8, 2000 about an incident the previous June.) On May 12, 2003, the MDC’s Richard Corsi apologized to the
CCC for the most recent incident: “I apologize for not getting things to the Commission, not in a timely
manner or in any fashion. Iblew it.” This remarkable statement drew no response at all, and once again the
CCC failed to impose any penalties.

Given this history, the city cannot expect the CCC to protect the riverfront under the Wetlands
Protection Act, certainly not when the city itself plans the destruction, as at the goose meadow, or plans and
destroys, as at Magazine Beach. As for the MDC, its plans for Phase II of the “Historic Parkways” project
between MIT and the BU Boathouse clearly show the MDC will destroy riverbank habitat between MIT and
the BU Boathouse. Tree destruction in this Phase will likely extend to Magazine Beach itself. It is
indisputable these plans—promising, as always, some MDC fantasy of “native” plants—will destroy it. The
CCC’s Orders of Conditions routinely allow these fantasies to destroy existing habitat. And destructive as
its Orders of Conditions consequently are, the CCC nevertheless accepts their repeated, manifold,
contemptuous violation by the MDC as it ignores and exceeds even those destructive terms.

State law protecting habitat in Cambridge is not well and truly executed. As our elected
representatives, are City Councillors unable to see this, or to ensure the law is properly enforced?

Yours sincerely,

Marilyn Wellons

cc.  Dr. Melanie Joy, foodresearch@hotmail.com.
Editor, Cambridge Chronicle

encl.  Cambridge Development Department plans for Magazine Beach and goose meadow
(1997)
Exhibit “B,” Joint Management and License Agreement for Magazine Beach (1998)
Plans L-1 and L-2 for Magazine Beach (11/18/2002)
letter, Marilyn Wellons to Councillor Michael A. Sullivan (September 8, 2000)
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MAGAZINE BEACH FACILITY @

January 13, 1998

Athletic Fields (soccer, softhall, little league) $511,000
* irrigation system -

* drainage system

* grading, removal of topsoil, add loam/gravel base
' topaoil remaval-7 acres @ $3,000/acre .

6"loam- 6,000 yd? @ $20/yds

8".8"gravel - 3,000 yd® @ $20/yy®
* sodding or hydroseeding
sod - 280,000 fi2 = §$50,000 or,

ydro - 280,000 ft2 = § 15 000

T

e e
Playg‘rounleicnic Table Area
* picnic tables/grills -
10 tables @ $2,400 table
10 grilis @ $2,000 grill
* demolish existing play equipment and replace
$250,000

. renovate existing water spray pool

R
$344,000

A i

ST
Beach Area (near MDC Pool)
* grading, removal of amstmg soﬂ/pavement addmg

’l| I'I

e e T e
Parking Area Improvements (near fields) $86,000
* granite curbing, site prep., addition of gravel
500 linear ft granite ecurbing - $14,000

excavate and dispose material - $5,000
gravel - $5,000

. bxtum.mous concrete paving
SRR W“’W i ﬂ.‘.!“"“‘iﬂl'|‘r,....hl‘Rmﬁﬂ i

e |n 1l4 ‘ ,::
Landscapmg
¢ trees, shrubs and other

I '["’ﬂlw‘mln ((11:; lﬂ"‘s‘fpi I nl”l ;:L'“lmll W

T e o]
$65,000

i

1 This preliminary cost estimate is based upon & conceptual design and not an actu::lr :.:;izg
The costs provided here are intended to be used as general guidelines for site impr
at the Magazine Beach facility on Memorial Drive,
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_ $5o 000
CONSTRUCTION TOTAL $1,221,000
Design Consultants ' $184,000
* _design/construction drawings and permitting
Contingency ' $183,000

PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATE

$1,538,000




651 Green Street
Cambridge, MA 02139
September 8, 2000

Councillor Michael A. Sullivan
Cambridge City Council

City Hall

Cambridge, MA 02139

Dear Councillor Sullivan:

. Thank you for your letter of August 10, 2000, responding to my call to you June 25 about
private citizens clearing MDC parkland on the Charies River. You may remember I had recently
received a call complaining about the destruction of herons” habitat in the 900-1000 block of
Memorial Drive.

You ask whether the City Manager’s letter to you dated August 8, 2000, and forwarded
to me, is satisfactory and solves the problem posed by this destruction. I wish the answer were
yes, but the Manager’s response only serves to establish a pattern of negligence, at best, on the
part of the MDC and insufficient vigilance to the MDC’s irregularities on the part of the
Cambridge Conservation Commission. Further, the City Manager has insufficiently informed the
Cambridge City Council about the environmental consequences of plans for Magazine Beach it

has already voted to fund. -

The instance of June 25, in which the CCC assumed the clearing it had approved last year

«would be conducted by the MDC as specified” and agents other than the MDC performed work

«on behalf of the MDC without proper guidance,” repeats the destruction of habitat on MDC

parkland in Cambridge beginning October 18, 1999. This previous destruction continues to be
insufficiently investigated by the CCC.

CC understood at its hearing October 18 that the MDC

would clear specific plants from a portion of MDC parkland (the goose meadow). Inste.ad, .
act with the MDC, did the job.

another agent, without “proper guidance” or, apparently, any contr
This agent, unknown t0 the CCC, was Boston University or its contractor rather than the MDC.

BU’s work exceeded the permission granted the MDC. In addition 10 clearing all plants
from a greater area than specified on plans shown at that hearing, BU also performed earth works
within one hundred foet of the river and sltered the grade there. This change of grade was not

requested by the MDC and consequently not permitted by the CCC. Tt is & continuing, serious
breach of state law protecting riverbanks.

As in this more recent case, the C

I believe the City Couneil asked the City Manager t0 investigate the wqu at the goose
City Manager, determined that the

meadow on your motion. The CCC, responding via ’d}e “ : .
clearing exceeded the permission granted. The CCC did not, howevet, investigate the change ©

grade within one hundred feet of the river.



June 1 9T1;§ (;i‘en?:xlm:hmge l?f grade is mentioned in the memorandum I submitted to the Council

meadow on Octch 10!;; there is an additional illegality: BU began clearing plants from the goose

843, An etnai ﬂg:n Y :)999, before the CCC’s hearing on the MDC’s application that night at

roming of th obert J. La Tremouille of that date reports the beginning of work there the
g of the 18th. I would be happy to send you a copy if you would like.

‘ There is no reason to believe these acts of vandalism on MDC land in Cambridge will sto
glth&)ut a thorf)ugh investigation of illegalities at the goose meadow. Specifically, I be%ieve the P
ity c?f Cambndgf: should survey the grade at the goose meadow and compare it to surveys
showing grade prior to October, 1999 to confirm the change of grade. In addition, it would be
important to determine the start of work at the goose meadow, to confirm that thc’destmction

there began wholly outside any official approval.

_ My concern has always been that the Charles River white geese continue to live on the
river. Work to protect them has revealed a series of failures by the authorities charged with
protecting the riverfront habitat. These failures include the illegal clearing of June 25 this year and
?he work at t_he goose meadow in 1999. They also include, but are not limited to, 2 failure to
inform the City Council of the consequences of its vote of $1.5 million for a redo of state-owned
parkland at Magazine Beach. These plans continue the systematic destruction of the geese’s

habitat.

If the Council holds to these plans for Magazine Reach regardless of their devastating
lion to develop parkland not its

effect on the geese, the City of Cambridge will spend $1.5 mil

own, frittering away money that could be spent on acquiring new open space for Cambridge.

Further, if the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency orders the MWRA to construct holding
here, as is possible, taxpayers will

- tanks and additional buildings for the Cottage Farm CSO plant tt

have spent that money on a redo that is not only unnecessary but temporary a3 well.

be grateful for further action on the two

Thank you for your efforts to date. 1 would
the Council could use your leadership in

poiflts of irregularity described above. I also believe
reviewing plans for Magazine Beach.

Yours sincerely,

V%
Marityn Wellons
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. o0 651 Green Street

o ¢ \E Cambridge, MA 02139
Qb
o Wl 1 L V’t\'zi%\\% May 29, 2003
L '\\\\‘p u}.) \Q’\\
Cambndg%,\ uy Councﬂ
City Hall;'795 Massachusetts Avenue

Cambridge, MA 02139

To the Honorable, the Cambridge City'Council:

Enclosed please find my letter to Mayor Michael A. Sullivan, dated May 23, 2003, with
enclosures.

The letter and enclosures respond to the City Manager’s letter to the Mayor, dated April
14, 2003. In his letter, the Manager seeks to reassure that state law protecting riverfront habitat
is well and truly executed in Cambridge. Unfortunately for the city, this is not the case, as my
letter recounts.

In addition to Plans L-1 and L-2 enclosed with my May 23 letter, I enclose Plan L-3 as
well, to show the full extent of the city’s plans for wetland destruction at Magazine Beach.

Yours sincerely,
/L/,/ ’ “~ /W // >
Marilyn Wellons

Encl. letter, Marilyn Wellons to Mayor Michael A. Sullivan (May 23, 2003), with enclosures
Plan L-3 for Magazine Beach (11/18/2002)
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Communication #7

A communication was received from
Marilyn Wellons, regarding Magazine
Beach.

In City Council June 2, 2003

PLACE ON FILE





